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utmost he is like a chemist, who, in a testing analysis, after
putting into percentage all that he can measure, if he finds some-
thing hehind so minute as to refuse any quantitative estimate,
calls it by the name of' trace.' "l                                              *

This account of Secularism is on the whole very fair, hut
evidently it requires much amplification before it can be perfectly
understood by those who have not, like Mr. Gladstone, read secular
literature for themselves.

Were I obliged to give an approximate definition of Secularism
in one sentence, I should say that it is naturalism in morals as
distinguished from supernaturalism; meaning by this that the
criterion of morality is derivable from reason, and experience, and
that its ground and guarantee exist in human nature independently
of any theological belief. Mr. G. J/ Holyoake, whose name is
inseparably associated with Secularism, says : " Secularism relates
to the present existence of man and to actions the issue of which
can be tested by the experience of life." And again : " Secularism
means the moral duty of man deduced from considerations which
pertain to this life alone. Secularism purposes to regulate
human affairs by considerations purely human." The second of
these quotations is clearly more comprehensive than the first,
and is certainly a better expression of the view entertained by
the vast majority of Secularists. It dismisses theology from all
control over the practical affairs of thitf* life, fod banishes it to
the region of speculation. The commonest intelligence may see
that this doctrine, however innocent it looks on paper, is in
essence and practice revolutionary, It makes a clean sweep of
all that theologians regard as most significant and precious.
Dr. Newman in his Grammar of Assent, writes : " By Religion
I mean the knowledge of God, of His will, of our duties
towards Him;" and he adds that the channels which nature
furnishes for our acquiring this knowledge, " teach us the Being
and Attributes of God, our responsibility to Him, our dependence
upon Him, our prospect of reward or punishment, to be somehow
brought about, according as we obey or disobey Him." A better
definition of what is generally deemed religion could not be
found, and such religion as this Secularism will have no concern
with. From their point of view orthodox teachers are justified
in calling it irreligious; but those Secularists who agree with
Carlyle that whoever believes in the infinite nature of Duty has
a religion, repudiate the epithet irreligious just as they repudiate
the epithet infidel, for the popular connotation of both includes
something utterly inapplicable to Secularism as they understand
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